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There Wa^ strong and almost immediate negative reaction to the content of the tapes 0 
Primed in ^dvance , as the transcripts and the operation of releasing them had been, Nixon's 
partisans were quick to hail them and his act as further proof that he was cooperative, 
that he was letting it "all hang out." Their exuberance ended almost overnight as people 
and even the most conservative of the media expressed the strongest disapproval of the 
content. Led by the Chocago ^ Tribune, a number of formerly pro-Nixon and Nixon- 
supporting papers called for him to get out 0 They didn't much care how just so he did it. 

With the Tribune it was probably one of the few real White House shocks in the whole 
strategem, for despite its claim that it needed more time to complete the transcripts 
and to respond to the subpena for them, the White House had given the Tribune an advance 
set, lon t : enough in advance 30 that the Tribune could print the entire thing in s special 
edition. 



It requires an unnatural willingness not to believe the obvipus not to believe that 
in even his selections of those tapes he elected to release, some 33 hours of the 
considerably more subpenaed and about to be subpenaed Nixon did not disclose incriminating 
evidence against himself. The media with exceptional rapidity started reporting this, as 
it did contradictions with many earlier Nixon statements. (With anyone else, indeed, with 
any other president, the unheard epithet "liar!" would have resounded.) 

However, there is no evidence that this strong negative reaction was a much due to 
disclosure of the incriminating as it was attributable to the corarseaess of the language, 
Nixon's in particular. The vulgarity, the gutter morality, would have been unacceptable 
in any president but with Nixon's pretensions and with the Puritanical character of his 
hard-core, the vibes were as strong as they were bad. 

Because the transcripts had been edited, as it soon turned out from leak* of the 
tapes themselves where they had been produced earlier after Nixon lost an effort to block 
that particular disclosure un court, edited with considerable dishonesty, it was not 
immediately apprent xtt whether racial slurs such as "Jewboy" and "Wop" had really come 
from Nixon' 8 mouth, as alleged. 

There was a firestorm of anti-Nixon reaction, greater than the one thatbscorched 
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him when he had fired his own first special prosecutor. Harvard Law Professor and 
former Solicitor General in the Department of Justice, Alexander Cox. 

The Nixonian attitude toward racial 3lurs is illustrated by an Associated Press 
story (FPost 5/20/74): 

Assessing fefline and losses in the fortnight... Deputy Press Secretary Gerald Warren, 
for example, is quick to point out that the newspaper story of alleged ethnic slurs by the 
President 'did not take holdc'" 

This is almost to say "We got away with that one," or "We have a racist following." 

In any evaluation of the causes for the strength and volume and diversity of anti— 
Nixom reaction, revulsion at his language has to be considered a predominating if not 
the predominating factor,. It id an area in which most Americans are not tolerant. What 
they regard as proper sexual activity for themselves they regard as improper in writing,. 

This repetitious obscenity, particular because it was so repetitious and ^iron's 

own, was a hard blow for those who had faith in him, especially the older ones who 

remembered how he had addresssed this in selling himself andxixsmBkawflzxz in his 

unsuccessful campaign against John F. Kennedy, as Tjmem dated May 20 was fast to recall: 

all 

It makes you realize that whoever is President is going to be a man that the child- 
ren of America will wither look up to or look down to. And I can only say that Presi- 
dent Eisenhower restored dignity and decency and, frankly, good language to the conduct 
of the presidency, of the United States. And I only hope that should I win this election, 
that I could [see] to it that whenever any mother or father talks to his child, he can 
look at the man in the White House and say, 'Well, there is a man who maintains the kinds 
of standards personally that I would want my fahild to follow." 

This excerpt from the televised debate of October 15,1960, a typical ^ixonian 

sanctimony and an irrelevancy at best while it was a defamation of President Harry Truman, 
is a fair sample of the true Nixon, the man who will say anything that at any time will 
serve his purpose, withour regard to anything. I Eisenhower was, in fact, known to use 
salty language, and Nixon knew it.) 

But by this time nothing embarrassed the Nixon of the last ditch. 
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If with his long record, of at best dubious financial dealings he could promise to 
cleanse the White House and then besmirch it as no one had ever dreamed possible, this 
man who had campaigned with Eisenhower with the slogan, "Drive the crooks out of Washington," 
had also established a new high in personal crookedness as President 

We may have had crooks as president before, but never on this scale o The possibilities 
of having had Presidents who ordered, justified and praotised felonies is remote, but had 
this ever happened before, node could have made it as prevalent a practise as Nixon dido 
His knowledge of this, his knowledge of what had not come out and could, is what 
forced him to any extreme to merely survive - not only to stay in the White House 
through the end of his term but to saty of of jail. 



